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expansion of the Clean Water Act's (CWA)
clearly limited regulatory prerogative by order-
ing pesticides that are already regulated and
permitted under FIFRA to apply for additional
permits not authorized under the Clean Water
Act.

Time after time, we have seen special inter-
ests abuse the court system to try to side-step
Congress in order to get a “pro-environ-
mental” agenda implemented. If left un-
checked, this judicially created rule would im-
pose a substantial regulatory burden on our
farmers and ranchers—starting with requiring
an extra permit for pesticide applications,
thousands of dollars in fines for non-compli-
ance, and an increased risk of lawsuits down
the road. This is not what the authors of the
CWA or FIFRA intended. The CWA is in-
tended to protect our navigable waters—not
prevent economic development.

| urge my colleagues to vote in favor of this
commonsense bill and urge the Senate to im-
mediately take up H.R. 872 and send it to the
President for his signature so that farmers and
ranchers in Eastern Washington can focus on
feeding and powering America—not filing out
duplicative permit applications.

Mr. GIBBS. I urge passage of 872, and
I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. GIBBS)
that the House suspend the rules and
pass the bill, H.R. 872, as amended.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. BISHOP of New York. Mr. Speak-
er, on that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

————

U.S. HELPING BRAZIL DRILL FOR
OIL

(Mr. POE of Texas asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, gaso-
line has reached nearly $4 a gallon, and
60 percent of the American people want
the administration to open up offshore
drilling. Yet the administration ig-
nores the will of the people, remaining
defiant in their war on domestic en-
ergy. They continue to block access to
American natural resources, refusing
to issue timely drilling permits, de-
spite a Federal court order to do so.

However, the President has an-
nounced that the U.S. is going to help
somebody drill for oil. We’re going to
send money, billions of dollars, to
Brazil and their state-owned oil com-
pany. They will use American money
to drill off their coast, and then we will
buy the oil back from Brazil. Isn’t that
lovely?

It’s mind-boggling and infuriating
that instead of developing our own do-
mestic energy supply and creating jobs
in America for Americans, the admin-
istration wants to become more de-
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pendent on foreign oil. Instead of prop-
ping up foreign energy companies, we
need to allow American workers to
drill in American water. It is wrong for
the administration to prevent the de-
velopment of our own natural re-
sources while promoting the drilling
off the shores of other countries.
And that’s just the way it is.

NATIVE HAWAITAN GOVERNMENT
REORGANIZATION ACT OF 2011

(Ms. HANABUSA asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Ms. HANABUSA. Mr. Speaker, today,
H.R. 12560 was introduced. Congress-
woman HIRONO, along with Mr. YOUNG
from Alaska, were among those, with
myself, who signed onto this bill. It is
the Native Hawaiian Government Reor-
ganization Act of 2011.

This is a very misunderstood act.
Well, what does it do? It really estab-
lishes us as meeting the fiduciary obli-
gations that we have to the Native Ha-
waiians. This is a trust obligation
that’s been created long ago with the
creation of the Hawaiian Homes Com-
mission Act of 1920—1920, Mr. Speaker.

In addition to that, when Hawaii be-
came a State in 1959, in it was con-
tained really a public trust obligation
for the betterment of Native Hawaiians
as defined by the Hawaiian Homes
Commission Act.

And then, of course, in Public Law
103-150 we created the concept of the
Apology Resolution and, in that, recog-
nized that we owe a special apology to
the Native Hawaiians and a process of
reconciliation.

This is what this act will do. It will
give us the right to make things cor-
rect, and that is why I ask that you,
along with the rest of the colleagues,
support this.
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THE AMERICAN DEFICIT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 5, 2011, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. GARAMENDI) is recognized
for 60 minutes as the designee of the
minority leader.

Mr. GARAMENDI. Mr. Speaker,
there is a lot of discussion here on the
floor, around Washington, and across
this Nation about the American finan-
cial situation.

Some people say America is broke.
There couldn’t be anything further
from the truth than that statement.
America is a strong, vibrant economy
that far and away is the largest econ-
omy in the world. We are nowhere near
broke. We do have a problem. We are
running at a current deficit, and that
deficit is expected to grow. But to un-
derstand the deficit and to begin the
process of addressing it, we need to un-
derstand from whence it came. And so
I am going to start this discussion out
with, hopefully, an opportunity to get
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a sense of how it is that the American
deficit has risen to the point where it
is today.

Really, we need to look back to the
Ronald Reagan period. During the Ron-
ald Reagan period, he ended his Presi-
dency with a projected $1.4 trillion def-
icit for the 10 years beyond his Presi-
dency. So we look at these things say-
ing, okay, Ronald Reagan had 8 years.
And then what was projected as a re-
sult of the policies during his Presi-
dency? Well, what was projected was
that the American deficit would grow
by $1.4 trillion.

The first George Bush came into of-
fice, and at the end of his Presidency,
4 years, the projection for the 10 years
after he left office, continuing the poli-
cies that were in place at the end of his
Presidency, the deficit would grow to
$3.3 trillion.

Similarly, the Clinton administra-
tion was in office for 8 years, and the
policies that were put in place during
those 8 years were projected to lit-
erally wipe out the American deficit—
literally gone. A $5.6 trillion surplus as
a result of the policies that were put in
during the Clinton period. Those poli-
cies were tax policies. Those were the
expenditure policies, a policy that we
call today the PAYGO policy. That is,
if you are going to start a new pro-
gram, how are you going to pay for it?
If you are going to cut taxes, what are
you going to reduce in the expenditure
pattern?

So, Reagan, a $1.4 trillion deficit pro-
jected beyond his Presidency. Bush,
add another $3.3 trillion. Clinton comes
along, 8 years, deficits turn into a
whopping surplus and literally paying
off the American debt.

George W. Bush comes in in 2001, and
right off the bat, major tax cuts not as-
sociated with spending cuts but just
major tax cuts. That was in 2001, fol-
lowed up with a second round of major
tax cuts in 2003, and in between a whole
new Medicare entitlement adding a
new expenditure at the same time that
taxes were being reduced.

And for those of you that remember
that period in 2001, we did have 9/11,
and immediately we started the Af-
ghanistan war. I think most of us
would agree that that was the right
thing to do, but it was not paid for. It
was actually borrowed money that paid
for the early Afghanistan war, followed
a couple of years later, 18 months later,
with the Iraq war, which once again
was not paid for but, rather, borrowed
money.

The result of all of that and the total
pullback of the American Government
from regulating the financial industry,
the housing markets, was the Great
Recession. At the end of the George W.
Bush period, it was projected by the
CBO, nonpartisan Budget Office, that
the deficit would grow by $11.5 trillion
if the same policies were left in place.

So where is today’s deficit coming
from? It is coming from the Reagan pe-
riod, the first Bush period, the Clinton
policies terminated, and the George W.



		Superintendent of Documents
	2015-05-08T13:48:25-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




